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: (N=74) drawn from the same subject pool saw.32 younger or older 7ol

people exclu51ve1y, ‘age was not a salient dimension. Sdbjects ¢
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-~ Unt1] recently, conc]us1ons from this research have been that Americans .

-
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-~ Salience of Age as a Factor in Eliciting Negative .
. . . Stereotypes of the'E]derly"’L~J
, - . -~ : ‘ ' . \’
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" ' The stereot es that Americans hold of aging and the'ererly ]
Phag

' have .been the subjject of a hundred or’'more investigations. ~6Ver the
3
last 30 years, th most popular procedure for studying att1tudes toward
: Lo ’
aging and the elderly has been through d1rect measures of such attitudes.

‘N

( ¥4
hold predom1nant1y negat1ve V1ews of old age and\o]d peop]e. They *.
‘Jiterature up to*about 1972 has been rev1ewed by McTavish (1971) and
. by_dennet_and Eckman—(191391_nThe_gengra] theme of the Jnterpretat1on

\\\\V of those resu]ts was summar12ed by McTav1sh as ref]ect1ng v1ews that

.’.

- have conf1nned the ex1stenceaof stereotyped expectat1ons, 1arge1y negat1ve

. 2 : A

old peop]e are general]y t1red 4}q]’ not sexua]]y interested, menta]]y\>y‘ £
's]ower, forgetfu] and 1ess ab}e to learn new things, grouchy, w1thdrawn,.
o fee]lng sorry for themse]ves, 1ess likely. to~part1c1pate in activities
(except, perhaps, re]1g1on), }so]ated, in the least happy or fortunate

Atwme,of 1i fe, aunproduct1ve, ahd defensive in var1ous comb1nat1ons and

3

. Do .
with vary1ng émphases (p 97) ._,// * .
"~ More recent research is, Tess cdnc]us1ve as to whether there is
T
a weT} def1ned stereotype of the elderly. Some of these recent stud1es
E “in nature (for examp]e, We1nberger & M11]ham, 1975 w1tn co]]ege students‘
'Cyrus Lutz & Ba1tz, 1972 report1ng on psych1atr1sts negatlve v1ews

_of the e]der]y, Kayser & M1n1gerode, 1975 reporting on nurs1ng ‘

' students work preferen;es, ahd. f1na11y, the H Harr1s report 1975 wh1ch j’

2 ~;~‘

-reported ev1dence that Amer1cans do~not value old age as\pos1t1ve]y as

'younger ages; though“strong negat1ve s}ereotypes of the e]der]y were

-

not cons1stent]y reported) : Cot
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e]der]y‘to‘obta1n spur1ous]y unpreJud1ced resu]ts s1mp1y because\respon-

"’ ) \" T“l i . , 25\
.On|the other hand, & number of recent. stud1Es have found no ,

evidence for the existence of w1despread stereotypes of the e]der]y

: forvexamp1e, Thorson,‘Whatley,aandsHancock (1974) reported ggnera]ly

positive attitudes tomard the elderly, as did Garfinckle's (1975) survey

. - i
’ M y

of thérapists in a_psychiatric.clinic. 1,
| . "

'It‘is difficult to interpret thesefcontradﬁctory results It might

(

be that attitudes toward the etderly are chang1ng from-negat1Ve to

K

positive, espec1a]1y among better edueated groups. Or:;t might be that
respondents, espec1a]1y educated ones, who are aware of the purpose

of the attitude survey, are reluctant to express negat1ve att1tudes

Q

&

toward the e]der]y because they think 1t is wrong to .do so. Ina °. 1

study of rac1a1 stereotyp1ng,-5he1kh and Miller (1971) po1nted out that

. Americans in pecent years have becone more alert to the prob]em of .
b

stereotyp1ng and more aware of its. undes1rab111ty If so, one wou]d‘

-

expect researéh that emp]oyed direct measures of att1tudes toward the '

g ’

dents‘Hes1red not.to appear preJud1ced That sort of d1stort1on wou]d

be 1ess Tikely 1n research using 1nd1rect measures - 6f att1tudes whose

(34

’
. N 2

purpose is not so transparent T .o oL - v, )

Research Us1ng Ina1rect Measures ofiAtt1tudes toward the Elderly

Judgements, one 1nfers a pos1t1ve or. negat1ve bias toward the object

Inddrect measures of attitudes attempt to~concea1 the purpose of 3

the research from the respondents. Such measures ask for Judgementé‘

14

of the e]der]y, or of ény other target group, wh1ch d1sgu1se the purpose

-

of thé\studx Af there is a pos1t1ve or a nggat1ve trend in those
4 . Q)

K 4

of the att1;udes A]though reLat1ve1y 7ew 1nd1rect studies of attitudes

.

toward the EIderly have been reported,;the1r resalts support the ex1stence

23

-
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" of predominantly negative §tereotypes.'
Rubin and Brown (1975) had college students communicate the ru1es.

of a* s1mp]e game to soémebody they could not see Different groups of -

o

, sub,]ects thought’ the other person was 013 m1dd]e aged or young.

<

. «

Gommunications ,t'o middle-aged listeners were more comp]ex than those l

s
down" to o]der people much as. th_y would tg a. chﬂd

- }

4

\
-charatter1st1cs of speakers by hstémng to their recorded vo1ces

»

~ L)
'-r—\lt‘ﬁ et ., : !
1

o.children or. to elderly ]1stelners, suggest1ng that subjects "talked &

4

Ryan and Copadano (1978) asked co]]ege students to infer personahty

The

.

-, .

PN '

age of the reader was never mentloned by the exper1menters, although

subJects were un1'form]y ab]e to d1st1ngu1sh yeung speakers from old ones.

‘

0ldér women speakers were rated a'\s more reserved more pass1ve, more "out- T

~
Phed

of it,ﬁ"_ and less. flexible than younger women.

/’

1ess flexible than younger men.

O]der meri yere rated as

*

Pa]mo.re (1977) prepared a 25 item true false test of fagts and ,‘

»

m1stoncept1ons about ag1ng §ome errors imply | a negat#we view of. ag1ng, o

~5

‘“others a. p,ps1t1ve vxew,.r Undergraduate and’ graduate students made more
negatweé\’r&ors thar}‘pos1t1ve ones, lnd1cat1ng that “they. he]d a negatwe

v1ewaof trf;v{ﬂder]y A group ‘of facu]’éy members m human deve]opment

€

rm_'

. {who' made few errors on the test as a §ho]e) made about the _Same proportnon !

\
of ! pos1t1ve errors as negat1ve ones, 1nd1cat‘1ng little or no b1as toward

2 E2

.

11

. . 4

-the elderly. - . - S

! Thus, it appears that indirect measures of attitudes toward he

1der1y y1e1d ev1dence of negatn(e stereotypes, at least amongy co]le e

res of att1tudes are more

trdents, whﬂe the resu]ts of d1rect measu

-equwoca] The equ1voca] nature of these results.take on add1t1on{]

.t t\

we1ght when one considers the regults ‘of research on’1mpress1ons tha

v [
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are - formed. of specific older individuals. - RS
‘d - ‘ ;\\-“ (\: - ¢ L ‘\‘ ‘

Impressions Formed of'Spécific~0]der People | I

¢ ! <

. A<cons1derab]e number of studies have shown\e1ther (a) that more
‘ - s v A i <

favorab]e 1mpres§§ons are ,formed of a spec1f1c o]d person “than of a young

one‘w1th’the same qua11t1es or (b) that the 1mpress1ons of specific

A

younger ‘and o]der 1nd1v1duais are equa]ly favorable_ For example, ‘\

Crockett Press and Osterkamp (1979) had,subaects read interv%ews with

7 woman who was said to be either 36 or76. Those who read about the

v . . -
’ NN Fal

older rather than the younger Woman reported that they would‘like her

‘{'i

Vg. Sherman (197§ ) and Sche1er, Carver, Schu]tz and, G]ass (1979) Also, - )

i

better and a]so Judged that she wou]d have fewer of the negat1ve qualiities’
that are stereotyp1caT]y assoc1ated with o]d age. and more of- the p051-

\ ‘.
tgve stereotyped qual1t1es " $imilar resu]ts have been reported by, Bell .

and ‘Stanfield (1973), Weinberger and Millham (1975); Sherman, .Gold and

Kogan and.Shé1ton (1960) reported two rélated exper1ments of th1s type,
Ih the ?1 rst one, perce1vers read a sketch of*a man who was e1ther A 0 ‘
stee] worker, a factory manager, or a co]]ege professor and who was e1ther
33 or 74 years old.- Impress1ons were stroneg affected by the man's
occupat1on but not by his age‘ In the second exper1ment the authors

had subaects compare whatfthey thought a young worker and an o]d worker

wou1d be 11ke for each of the\same occupat1ons " Only under those con- °

d1t1ons, where the age d1mens1on was moreé Sa]1ent were stereotyped age

£ 3 - ¢ rd

Btects obta1ned SN _ R VA\-,J.

L] >
v

The results of these expér1nents on-. 1mpre$s1on ﬁonnat1on are SUbaect
’ 7 e
to d1fferent 1nterpretat1ons depend1ng\upon whether ne be]1eves that "
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i 1mpress1ons of_§pec1

, e]derfy peop]e and rigid behavior requird

A SN o ,
~If benera] attitudes [toward the eldetly are negative, then we need to

deve]op a theoret1ca1

-explanatiop, of why perceivers,forn\favorable 2 /f’

Crockett et! al. (1979)

\ , ;

\
Scheijer

'c e]der]y individuals.

A

exp}a1ned th1s d1scre anoy by calling on a "contrast" effect.

et al. (1979) posit sympathy effect for stigmatized groups. kinville

in thfg effect in“terms of perceivers having a
- (

and Jones, (1980) expl
‘atlon of the1r pegr group than -of stereotyped groups

nbre complex represe
;- The quest1on still rema1n1ng, however, 1s whether people's attitudes
'toward the e}derly a chang1ng ststqnt1a11y in the positive d1rect1on

(and thus the 1mpres ions individuals are form1ng of the e]der]y are simply =

4

a-reflection of th1s , Or whether the predominant view of adu]ts toward

the elderly is- st1]] negat1ve What is needed, then, is a task 1n wh)ch

\
subJects are requ1red to form an 1mpress1on of specific individuals but

in a context in wh1ch their general beliefs about the e]derqy are still _

sa]1ent. Such ~task 1s\prov1ded”by a parad1gm known as the: 111usory

corre]at1on techn1que

N ) o : o , .
I]]usory'Corre]ation Procedureé\as Indirect Measures of Attitudes \»

- %

a8 3

. N
L Fo]]ow1ng Hami 1ton (1979) &\stereotype can beyseen ‘as a statement °
about the relat1bnsh1p between a gro membersh1p.v;§h
. “ ¢
d1mens1on To apcurate]y observe a re t1onsh1p between, for examp]e,
p .

ab]e and aubehaviora]"

a person to accurately note

the re]evant instances of r1g1d and of nonAcigid behavior, accurate]y

note whether each 1nstanoe/was comm1tted by an e]der]y or a non -elderly

<t

, person, and then to accurate]y store eachw1nstance in memory and correct]y

COmpute the\strength of the re]at1onsh1p between these two var1ab]es

. A-variety of research has shown)that a person s ab1]1ty to. do th1s is
s 7 v ) B Y
i .. N ] 7-. ' ".;. '\~ /;/‘._ .
. - o ..‘ ) N , - :> -

Vs
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of words. -°

. L
: a]] pa1rs of, words were presented equa]]y often.

subgect to. corsiderable b1as oAt . T

"-One particular %ﬂas, an 11]usony correlation,” is sa1§'to eX1st
=

(Y

when a perce1ver Judges that these two var1ab1es are more‘h1gh]y asso-

' c1lted than is. true in fact

The ppénomenon was first

4eported by

©

t

Chapman (1967)"wh0'presented perceivers w1th a ]argeghumber of. pairs*

*

- Some pairs of these wor:f had;strong assoc1at1ons to each

other; other pairs had weak. associ tions JAn the presentation, however;

After the presentat1on

.Vhad ended, subJects were asked to report how often each pa1r of words

They systemat1ca11y over-est1mated the Jo1nt
occurrence of strong]y assoc1ated word pairs, suggest]ng that a person S
Y

had been presented

pbeh,efs about: the extent of the association’ bétwden the word-pairs _

ceoL «
4 systematica]]y infﬁuenced,subiects'

\

RN . .
et . . . k
L PR . -
l" - -
Lot . .
ot . .
. ' .
Ny, . .
. . & . .
. ¢ .
.t ' . . .
o F N - . ¥ ! e e . . .
. A
- \ . . N . R s " o ’ Y .
‘ . e - N . Iy . - s .
. o A, B .
. . . . T e A . .
& f .
¥

judgeﬁents.‘ Similarly, Chapman and .

Sy

Chapman (1967 1969) and Starr and Katkin (1969) Showed that the same *

1
‘ .

phenomenon -may account forhal]eged ]1nks between psycho]ogbca] symptoms

and’ pat1ents responses to prOJect1ve tests; naive laymensmade the same -

_con ect1ons as did tra1ned c]1n1c1ans between psych1atr1c categor1es and

- A Y ]

accepted "d1agnost1c signs" on the tests, even wheén the ev1dence presented

-~ P4

argued for the oppos1te conc]us1on..
Finally, Hamilton and Rose (1980) app]]ed thjs model to thé phenomenon
of stereotyp1ng, and found that perce1vers were prone to remember Stereo-

typed qua]1t1es as be1ng assoc1ated with Jnd1v1dua] members of the group

-

" concerned, even when the 1nfonnat1on presented showed no systematic.

connection 1n fact between group membersh1p and stereotxped characteristics.
The first of the two exper1mentSvto be presented employed this pro-

cedure to test whether subJects -had genera]]y stereotyped views of the

s

elderly. Perce1vers v1e«ed a ]arge number of photographs, half of o]d
c A . ¥




N : . . e . ' R

i

meg and 'ha]t of young ones./ Each photograph .wa's associatéd‘ with a >
Qe‘haviora'] description, half qf which depictecj socia]b; undesirab]le o Ny .-
I 7 S beh'avio?‘ the other ha}f socially de'si\rabie behavior. There was no’ -

i A systemat1c re]at1onsh1p between the de51rab1hty of the behavior and . -
\ ,‘ the age of the target p‘erson Subsequently, subJects made Judgéments of .

A the 1nformat1on shoWn them and descmbed on a checklist the1r 1mpress1ons e:

-
- !

of ‘the old,and young men. . : S

/) LI 9 N . . Y-
. . —~— ~
s y

- N ) ‘Methods: - y
o '.\.'r' :

SubJects were 107 ma]e and female student vo]unteers from the Bas1c C o
»  Commurication Pnpgram at the Un1vers1_ty/of Kansas. Part1c1patmn was

N ) . one way af “fulfilling a course requirement. The proto_co]s of two subjects .

I ¥ . . % . ;

were subsequently discarded, one because less than palf of the items

‘ " / had been completed, the othef because the subject's questionnaire was . )
L - . . ~ E ’ -8

Ry . * . . oL . ) .

. o missing one page\'.\e o St N

i 1 . oo ” o K

Co "« . ‘Procedure. The experiment was .conducted in groups ,that ranged ir
.t ——— , -,

‘ 1nformed that we were study1ng how ?_

.;presented visually.. They

size'from 5 to 15. Participants we

K . peep]e process and retain. information which™
- were tzld tney would see a §er1es of stimuli, each\c%@{mlg\a p1cture

- ofa pe?‘son and a s1ng]e sentence whieh descmbe;Usome behav1o?“t’ne

Q | . person had per%ﬁned ~They, were to pay careful attent1on to each stimulus

.and to think abog the person p1ctured They were not permitted to e1scuss '

‘the_stnnuh or_to take “notes about them: ' S ( . 1
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. ~ Each presentat1on pa1red a picture of a young map or an old one w1th

N r—

a behavaora] descr1pt1on Ehat was either pos1t1ve or negatiye F1rst

‘ . a sample picture was shown-and questions were answered . Then each of ¥
. \ ’
the 32 pictures and associated statements was presented ih -turn.
4 o .
) St1mu11 were displayed for eight seconds, with a' five-second inter- I

-

stimulus interval. ' B
After they had v1ewed the photographs, subJects were given a book-
Al

_]et 1n which to record their responses<; They were first rem1nded that
’ LY
sqme of the p1ctures had been of youpg ‘men and some ofso]d ones. They

. “were asked to think for a few minutes about all of the- o]d men they had

¢

seen and then for a few m1nutes about the young ones. They we to try

*to form anb1mpress1on of what each grdup had been 1ike. Upon a signa]
from ‘the exper1menter, they then comp]eted the booklet at thefr own
speed" When all subjects were‘fénished they were {nforped of the‘purpose
of the study and d1scussed 1t in deta11 -

Se]ect1on of Photographs Th1rty two p1ctures of young. men and

.+ twenty-ome-of old ones were selected from such sources as yearbooks and *

L3

LT
2 size. Subsequent]y, each photograph was' rated
2
4 % physical. attract1veness by a samp]e of graduate students at the Un1vers1ty '

ﬁaggfines These p1ctures werg. then photograph:j/gnd reduced to a standard -

9 po1nt sca]e of '

of Kansas. 91xteen photographs of young men and sixteen of old men were

L4 selected in such a way that (a) they spanned the range of ratTngs from

-~

very attractive to very unattractive and Cb) the attract1veness ratings

associated with the young and old photographs had V1rtua1]y the same

. * . mean and variance. h : g

- Behavxora] statements Sixteen persona]ity traits were chosen,

e1ght pos1t1ve and/e1ght negat1ve For each, four concrete behav1ors

.
-




.
. ‘ -—
A #.
.

: . . N .9
o | were:written},gfhe_eight positfve trait: were experjenged, kind, caqnf .
. interesting, cheehfu1; optimistic; warm, and generous. The negative‘~ '
“traits incﬁuded absent-minded, touchy, rigid, depressea, foolfsn;.
- . coWd, 1mpat1ent and s usp1c1ou : ;
LI C Four s1ng1e sentence behaviors were written to' correspond to each o
of these 16 character1st1cs For examp]e, for the trdit absent- m1nded. ‘ ¢
‘ s the followirng behavxors were use3 ~ -
to. ; : ': A.P. often absentwm1nded1y forgets to give h1s wife important” -t
. . phone messages \ . ®
o J.D. is so absent-minded he' m1sses important meet1ngs because S
they. s]qp his mind. . K -~
' ‘H C. is often late paying his bills because he absent- m1nded1y * '
forgets to send in the check. ' ‘ - .
L.0. is- often 1ate for appo1ntnents because he is so absent-
mlnded he forgets what time he is supposed to be there. -
;/" For the tra1t generous, the fo]low1ng behav1ors were used: -
. J.B. generouflj lends his tools to people when they need them.
. R.H. generous]y donates money to charity.drives. ) ; -
i 'O;H -is a ,generous person who-enJoys he1p1ng other peop]e - *f\v’léi
’ i ) v M.P is generous—and often surprises peop]e with g1fts . '%) '
R Paﬁr1ngs_of photggraphs w1th behaviors. Experimental st1mulf viere
prepared- by xeroxfng\the epproprihte éombinatibns.of photogrephs‘and ‘ L ‘;
t behev1ora1 descripttons. "l S , o P
- Beeause eaoh SUbJECt saw onlys32 photographs, while there were ~ '~9
i 64 d1fferent‘behav1ora1 descrxpt1ons, d1fferent groups of subjects L . 2
S (approx1mate1y equa] in number) were shown d1fferent comb1nat1ons of ' o
’ photographs and descr1pt1ons To congrol fOr the part1char behavjors .
assoc1ated w1th\old and young people, half of the subJects 1n each ™ R ‘.0
p roup saw one- pairing of behavigrs. with age, therther ha[f saw the ]
! Ipposftg pairing. . n s
. EER I \ :
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For each persona]vty qua]ity, two o? the. assoc1ated behav1ors

.o # »

were: pa1red with, photographs of young men, the other two- w1th‘ohoto-

graphs of old men. To make sure that the behav1ors were congruent

w1th the attract1veness of the person, po§1t1ve,quai1t1es were asso-‘
' 4

- J N

“of old or young men, or of statements referring to the‘same trait:
( > . P 4 L4 -
were not a]]owed

-

- 7

Thus, each subJect viewed 32 photographs and their assoc<;;ed

‘héhav1ors. - Four photographs wereuagsoc1ated with behavlors that reflected

each of eight different personaiity traitg Half of the behaviors for

-
each trait. wereaass1gned tb photographs of young men 4 ha]f to photographg

Half of the' behaviors were soc1a11y des1rab}e half were

of old men.
e . - :
Candesirale. L -

Py X . . ! S B ‘ ’ C

Dependent Measures ' N coow e .
3

SubJects *filled out a book]et‘that conta1ned three di

>xerent questlon—

A

ngires. In thé first one after they had thought about the 16 young and
16 old men as two, d1st1nct groups, the! were. asked to rate each group
g

‘on 16 pessonality d1mens1ons These d1mens1ons were prev1ous1y emp]oyed

) 1n a s udy by Crockett Preks, and Osterkamp (1979) of, 1mpre?s1ons S

of these d1mens1ons, three poS1t1ve

formed pf 6ld peop]e and young ones
ahd two negat1ve ones were traits used 1n the initial st1mu1us mater1a]

Ha]f of . the “subjects in each“group were asked to* rate the o]d men f1rst
« . )

‘the other-half rated the young men’ first.

J‘ -
- e - - -
- . ~ . -

v
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On a second questionnaire, subjects'made three kinds of estimates:

‘(a) they EStimated the proportion of desirable and undesirable qua]ities’

) that had been assigned tolyoung mer and to old ones dn thelst‘mu]uv/

1 I

material they viewed, be1ng surﬁ to make the proportions add to 100%,
(b) they Judged the propdrtion of the young and the old men they wou]d

*like, d1s]1ke and be undecided about c tﬂgy Judged what - proport1on
IS

of the young and°the old men had been descr1bed in tenms that were. typ1ca]

~

o =

or untyp1ca] for the1r age. . . ® ~ .

The f1na];quest1onnaire.in the booklet incfuded:a11 64 behavioral
ba
fdescriptions, both those the subjéct had seen and those the' subjétt had

‘not seen. Descriptions were arranged in random order. Fd? those they had

T .
~

actualWy seen, subgects were ask&d to indicate whether each had béen
ascrfBed'to a young man Q\)an*e]d man; for those they had not seen,

sublects were asked to guess whether each descr1pt1on had beeh ascr1bed

- to a young man or to an o]d one. S1nce these results. add 11tt1e to

t

~

v

those from the other measures, they will not be presented.
. ‘ 4 C .

) :
€ R ’ «  Results

4 B
5

Probab1]1ty Estimates , =~ - '~

@

pve

As may be seen in Table 1, subJects esﬁ@maged*that a s1gn1f1cant]y

h1gher proport1on of des1rab]e behav1ors had'been ascrwbed to young men

than‘to o]d ones. At the same time, they be11eved that the berllawors,a

that were ascr1bed to Sld men were, sagn1f1cant1y more typ1ca1 fOr the1r‘ %%w';

age. The1r Judgements of,w proport1on of . the two groups of men they ’f“
/

A

would Tike dld/not differ as. a funct1on'of age; On alt three measures,

] =

/
resu]ts were unaffected by/wh1ch set of photographs and behav1or y

hsubaects had viewed.. ' oo ‘ RS A
: S e

3




Ratings of Personality Characterfstics o ' ' L‘

.

Shbjects were also asked to judge fiow charaoterigtic each of

s1xteen nra1ts wou]d be of the‘éﬁd men and young men whose p1ctures

/jfﬂthey had Yjewed. Five of these tra1ts had been 1nc1uded in the.stimu--

.lus meteria]'whi]e 11 had nok. e results.were 1dent1ca1 regardless

For 12 of the 16 chd‘acter1st1cs, ratings of the o]d men as a
A
group d1ffered s1gn1f1cant1y from those of the young men. as a group

o) 3
& " (see Table 2). For all 12 tra1ts, the differences were in the stereo-
typed d1rect1on the old men as a group were rated as more m1ger1x

grouchy, complaining, stubborn megﬁlesome touch , rigid, exper1enced

> and wise and as less productive, active, and feeling good ébout themse]ves.

For the four traits in which ratings did not differ significantly, 1’n7

three (dependent, interesting and kind) the ratings were in the stereotyped -

" direttion; in the other {selfish) they were in the-opposite'direction.
. On all of thesetraits, resultS were unaffected either by thehget\of‘

photographs,or the behaviors subjects had viewed, fV/ -
| L4 P ‘ ’ ¢ : b
A .. Discussion °
-'955?7{; " Clearly, ‘these results reveal an age bias that is predofinantly
. . X .

negative in tane. SubJects judged that behaviors assoc1ated w1th young

mén were more des1rab1e than those assoc1ated with, o]d men, but that the

behav1ors of o]d men were more typ1ca1 for their age. Furthennore,

compared to young“men,. o]d men ‘were Judged t0 be more likely to be

s v

touchy, r1g1d m1ser]y, grodchy, complaining, stubborn and medd]esome,

qnd ]ess ]1ke1y to feel good about themse]ves or to be productive. On S
the positive side, however, old men were v1ewed as more exper1enced Iig’
) 14 4




)

"4 earlier {n-g study (Crockett et al., 1979)- that has already been

e ' ' . . - . \/ 13
: more” interesting, wiser, less foolish, more generous and warmer,

-
B i

_ '+Only one of these qualities, xger1ence s is obv1ous]y acqu1red a

‘ with-age. The others const1tute expectat1ons about old men wh1ch
, probably compe from a general ‘cultural stereotype. Such be]1efs undoubtedly )

influenced subjects Judgements of what they had seen N

It shou]d be po1nted out furthermore that these responses reveal .
a d1fferent1ated, large]y negat1ve but occaS1ona]]y pos1t1ve set of

) expectat1ons ab0ut old men, not a general tendency to rate “them negatiyely .

.

-~

Th1s prov1des further evidence that subjegts had a fa1r]y e]aborate stereo-
type of the e]der]y, and that these be11efs 1nf1uenced their Judgements
If subJects perce1ved ‘the e]der]y‘1n uniformly negative terms, this
Also of interest is the fact that the sybjects who volunteered, for

this study were chosen from a_subject pool-which had been used a year
' N

aw

dgﬁordbed.. This‘prior'study-foUhd'strong evidence for more favorable ‘ N

evalwatio“s-o an elderly cBmoaréd to a simi]ar]y descrihed younger

-person. Despite he one year gap in these two stud1es it seems reasonable

to assume that ‘the twa groups of subJects were 1n fact s1m11ar in the1r )

genera] att1tudes/toward -the elder]y, part1cu1ar1y s1nce the resu]ts

of each of _thése studies 15 cons1stent with other w;rk.;hat has been done.
‘ . How thén do we eXp1a1n this d1screpancy? Kogan (1§ 9) argues N

[

strongly that stud1es whi¢h f1nd a predom1nant1y negative stereotype

v of the e]der]y have made age a sahent cha;aciemst':c for subaéct@/‘

N
-In the present«study, for examp]e, the 32 photos which were shown each:, i?\‘ '
[ L

suBJect clea¥l e'd1mens1on of age. °In*add1tron} subjects

presumab1y~wou]d have been reflected in the Jjudgements they made. ‘ K -




were qskéd; at the end of the stimulus presentation, ‘to form an
iméression‘of thg o]dgr peop1g as a group, and of the younger beo;]e
-as a group. They were-then asked ?b fill 6ut the expérimenta] protocol.
| In contrast, in Crpckett'et al. (1979) the age of the ta}get
. "pekson was embeddeg in“varibus other information. - Each subjéct was

giyen information about one person only. Age then was not a.particu-

larly salient dimension and the results of this experiment did not °
show a negative stereotype of the elderly.

To further explore the effects of salience of age as a factor
) in eliciting stereotypes of the elderly, a second study was run uging .

‘-

virtua]]y the same-experimental précedure. "We rgasonedé}hat'if'age

was not made a salient diméhsion, then subjects'judggments about both the
s 7 . " * .
younger and thé older:group of people should pe significantly more

. Siﬁi]ar to'each_other-fhan was the case in tha fiyst study.

e 7
LR

Experiment 1] .
. ) 6 : ) * )
In this follow-up study, subjects were shown photographs of either

younger_Esgg]é or older people, along with the same accompanying,pqhavioral

-

descriptions.. Aside from this one differences the same procedure was

used. : ; * N
Methods - _

Subjects were 74 male and female volunteers from the Basic 5
. . ' ' ~
. Communication Program-at the University of .Kansas. . Subjects in this -

‘stuﬁy were run one year after\the initial étudy, and used subject.

volunteers from the same squect'poo1,

/
S8




‘ to v1ew target persons from _one age group only. 'Since we felt it was
. as in the prev1ous study, the same number of xeroxed photographs with
. >

each exper1menta] condition. This was accomplished by- present1ng the

" the first half and once in the second half of the stimulus display.

was left out of each'experimenta] protocol.
":target peob]e'they had‘geén; (b) the pnopOrtion of the young and the old -

hor untyp1ca] for their age.. The referenoe to the _9_ of the people ’ .

they had seen was made with, reference to SUbJECtS final Judgements. . ,

-

,
X 4 PN

* "Procedure. This experiment ‘was conducted in the 1dent1ca] manner

as Study I w1th the fo]]ow1ng exception. In this study, subJects.were
[

1mportant that subJects be shown the identical amount of 1nf9fmat1on
the1r accompany1ng behav10r1a] descr1pt1ons were presented, 32 pictures in

16 p1ctures assoclated with each of the two age groupsy ‘twice, once 1n

Both pictures, of course, needed equiva]ent behaviorial descriptions..

¥

This was done by‘assigning the two identical pictures either socially
' o .
desirable or socially‘-undesirable behaviors. Equivalent assignments

were made in each.of the two ;age conditions;fso that the only difference, ~
. 0 s < . 5 . R
between the twg{conditfons was the age of the target people.

Dependent measures. ‘Subjects filled out a 'booklet that contained

-

two d1fferent quest1onna1res After being asked to think about their
impression of the 16 people they had seen, they were asked to rate each
group on ten of’the 16 persona]1ty d1mens1ons'hsed in the prev1ous study

Inadvertent]y, a page containing the Other six personality dimensions ) /7

.0n a second questionnaire, subjec§§?§9a1n est1mated (a) theoproport1on

of desirab]e_and undesirab]e Fualitfes %ﬁat had been assigned to the

target peop1e they woutd 1ike, disiike agd be undecided about, and

(c) what proport1on of the target peop]e they had seen were typical




T

toe s . Resn]ts

’ ceT]sfln the 2 x 2 design.

e s,

" frdant interaction (p.< OOI) between Age and Viewing Cond1t1on )

. . { T - N6
-( .- - .

only, -and was presented on tne very last page.of the experimental protocol.

The third questionnaire in the booklet used in the previous study

asked subjects to indicate whether each behavioral description they had

¢ - - L

. A .
seen had been ascribed to a younger or an older target person. This

-

task was not relevant since subjects in the present study viewed target

_ people in one age group-only.

{

4

o
.

|

-Since 'we were most interested in comparing 'subjects' judgements
1 “
5

in this study to those of the first stﬁdy, the two experiments were

treated as a 2 x 2 between groups factor1a] design, with the two”ﬁetween

groups factors be1ng Age (ypung vs. o]d target people) apd V1ew1ng

Cond1t1on (v1ew1ng the two age groups together or. separately). fhis is -

{ x

a more conservat1ve test of the data from the two' studies than do1ng??" ‘

"tfpur sets of compar1sons, one set respect1ve1y for each pair of adJacent

X Y
=

g3

. ' -

. ., L .
. The findings for all but one of the proportionality judgements

- R g ' *
and for eight of the two personality dimensions showéd a highly signi-

these were both the most consistent f1nd1ngs as well as the f1nd1ngs§we

were most 1nterested in, ‘the resuTts forithe 1nteract1on effects for each

-

of the dependent variables are presented 1n Tab]e 3.
which cell means differed s1gn1f1cant]y, ana]ys1s by Neumann Keuls was

done on each pa1r of.adJacent means; - Jhese resu]ts are a]so presented

* Tab]e 3 »i

. . -
14 -
L

As expected there was a markedLy diffefent pattern of Judgements

Jin the second studx, where subjects’ v1ewed one group only and age ‘was

.- g . . -
L3 . . ‘
e ¥y )

P

S?n;;,,#fw

In order to detenn1nen<

-

&

ity




. . b
not a_salient d%mens1on as opposed to the first study, where ageSwas 7

a h1gh]y sa]1ent'factor ‘Somewhat unexpectedly, subjects' probab1]1ty

- - ’

estimates and the1r ratings of the'ten personality character1st1cs
_‘ withcrespect.to the .older target peop]e were remarkab]y identical
from the first td the second study' Resu]ts of the post hoc analysis
showed no s1gn1f1cant d1fferences on any of the dependent measures. S |

S . The pattern of results for subJects Judgements of the younger

. target people, -however, showed ]arge d1fferences between the first .

)

- and the second study, such that subJects ratings in the s eparat .

v1Ew1ng cond1t1on were consﬁstent]y more negative than in the cond1t1on -

e
v arear

in which peop]e from both age groups were v1ewed togethe - Thus, - -

e
»

the younger .people viewed s eparate]y as compared to together were

} seen as haV1ng been-associated with’ a s1gn1f1cant1y ]ower proport10n

-

of desirable befiavwrs weé rated as being s1gn1f1cant1y less hkeab]e, .

'5 §s1gnaf1cant]y more m1ser1y, fee]1ngﬁ]ess good about themselves, 1éss act1ve
Tess® productwue fore t ouchy less kind, and (1nexp11cab]y) s1gn1f1cant]y
R ',EP * .more xper1ence “In fact, on. every d1men/;on except xper1ence the '

e younger target peop1e were rated more negat1ve1y in_the second. compared .

o

Al
% , o - -
M . )‘5
- N
. .

T to the f1rst study. : g

I3 5 : \ ,

— S R * g
o Discussion  -#u¢
! . . C \

I - C]earTy then the resu]ts showed substantial d1fferences between the
. { °
e T exper1ment in wh1ch age was a hagh]y salient. d1mens1on for judgement and- -
' 4

. the exper1ment in which age was Just one of the many aspects of the )

L & . people presented. As Kogan (1979) notes-in his analysis of e]der]y
= v stereotyp)ng, "When. categor1es .of "01d," "middle-aged," and "young
! Lo
iﬁlf are proV1ded 0 subJects, a natura] cogn1t1ve process 1s set in mot1on
’i; " o . ‘ s ‘

*

o \
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differences between these two stud1es exists.

1n whlch the age groups are set apart, renderﬁd more homogenoys &nd

d1fferent frqm edch other than they arq in fact" (pp 27-28). ln agree‘
o .
ment w1th his analysis, when age- was salient;- o]der people’ werg. v1ewed

e . LN

as be1ng more highTy consistent with the predominantly negat1ve

e]der]y steréo pe (re1at1ve to Judgements made, of the SUbJECtS
peers) than was/ the case when age was not a h1gh]y sa]1ent dimension

»
o

for judgement. , o : .

‘_. It shou]d be noted that an alternative explanation fqr the

»

Since the two studies

were run a year apart, - inis p ss1b1e that d1fferehces between the
two groups.of subjects acco@ﬁtgfor the resu]ts fogndﬁ‘ This exp]anation .
seems somewhat 1mp]aus251e‘ however, s1nce (a) subjects were “drawn

from the same subject pool, and ﬂmre 1mp6rtant]j, {(b) it is hard to :

imagine subjects'

evaluations of their peers changing sokdramatica11y,

" in that brief. oeriod of time.

~

detajled exam1nat1on of the p1ctures used{for the younger peop]e

4

-

To us a more plausible’ exp}anat1on can be foynd in a more o,

13

McArthur

(%98Q) arguss that perce1vers are h1gh1y respons1ve to the sa]1ent ot

In. fonn1ng their 1mpress1on\of

d1st1nct1ve aspects of people they see.

1

-

othérs, these more salient aspects of the person are we1ghed to a

differentially greater extent.. In what is adm1tted]y}a post hoc analysis v

i)

\
' of these pictures, we noticed that the unattractﬁ*e younger ma]es were

L4

drawn- a]most entirely from a mid-1960"'s yearbook from a predom1nent1y

’ma]e technical schoo]. In addition to.possess1ng unattractive physical L

somewhat dated.”

V.

~attributes, the'appearance of males in thesedpictures wa?

One explanation for the results-of the second study, then, is that

v

certain attributes of thes%\unattractiye-younger people were the most salient




. . . \ . - i 3 / f o
v ’ RN
part of the st1mu1us d1sp]ay G? the xounger tardget persons, aqd thus-

. \ d1fferent1a11y 1nf1uenced subifcts rat1pgs in a negative d1rect1on ‘
A sfm\]ar exp]anat*on would argue that marked]y unattractive peers

are themse]ves a h1gh1y sa11ent st1mu1us and are attended to to a -

. /
) 'greater extent much as st1gmat1zed people have beén shown tbgbe a

.h1gh1y sa]1ent st1mu1us (Langer, Tay]or F1ske, and Chanow, 1976) \

Af th1s exp1anat1on or oné that 1s s1m11ar 1s in fact accurate, '»

it makes Kogan S, (1979) ardument about st1mucus sal1ency a11 the

mpre cogent Nhat appears most sa11ent toius however * -

“is th;t in the first study,wheje age was a g 1y sa11ent d1mens1on

‘these same _younger target-people were rath s1gn1f1cant1y mare " )
Y

pos1t1ve1z than the older target peop1e
The resu]ts‘of’tﬁese two stud1es, taken together, 111ustrate ’

k ’ L
3

Ham11ton 3 (1979) assert1on that "perce1vér s are dﬁfferent1a11

(pt 59).

into account the’ results of stud1es such a;,Crockett et a1

can have prohounced,1nf1uences on soc1a1 percept1on T k1ng

(197

s LY

that present 1nformat1onvabout one older orryounger person on1y,

appears that age may- not’ be as saﬂ1en\~§ character1st1c\as has p v1ou51y

4

- ‘been thought to be the case when fonn1ng 1mpress1ons of SE ific
peop]e &Jn fact, Iun1ess the older pérson acted in an extreme enou h
manner to elicit; the perce1ver5o negat1ve ttereotype of the\e]der]y, a
age would be JUSt one of many factors 1nf1uenc1ng the perce1ver S °‘~,

1mpress1on of th@t o]der JIndividual. ) "_ ot

,yp ‘ - o *

A Bl . . s . -

T . ~ Cae # . o
3
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. .Table 1. Mean Proportions of 0ld and Young Men Estimated to Have Shown Desiyable and .
. . ) i . | ' . . .
. .| . e
- Undesirable Behaviors, to Be Typical for Their Age, and to. Be Likeable -
[ hd ~ ¢ ; . .
o . { R = ~ '
N . : Age L » b
Behavior - Young 01d R F-valGe p~value
) N o . . , . ' - ‘< N R . o
% desirable, 61.2 54 .4 10.64 .01 .
- ’ - o -

A % deStrable | 38.3 45.6 : '

. . /c ‘. o . - ‘\’ Y . ) - . . R .
A . - ..
nglcal
‘ C ) .
% typical for age " 50.5. 62.4 43,12 . <001
% not typical for ~ S N o
. ) age , .31,8 21.8 ¢ ©.30.65. -« <001 -

. . .« % in which undecided 16.8 14.7 .
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4 “ & - . . . . .- - . kY /—\
Likeable . ! Ce
= . R N . .
- ' . . ° . L] - .
e * %Z 1 %ould like - A45.8 48,3 1,92 n.s.,
» . . * - . .
o % 1 would dislike 31.7 29.9- 0.88 - n.s.
- ) » Ead il
v Y oge s . : . . . 4 e o
. %7 in which undecided 22.6 21.6 .
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Table 2:  Mean Scale Ratings of 01d and Young Men on Per?onaJify Cha}aétgristics
That Are Part of the Stereotype of the Elderly T

-~

*

‘ ) -

L4

WV

Personalit Ratings of
i?aractgri tics . Young 01d ‘ F value p
A - Men  Men .

Negative -
-Stereotype )
Characteristics -

Miserly. 1 590 3.99) © 50,93 <.00]
Dependent - - ' '4.83 ) - 175 —---
Grouchy " , 5.7 © 2%.86 - <.00]

[

- S

Selfish - . " " .4.90 5.26 ' 11,95 -
2;;Feels good about self? . 3.66. e 7.83 <.00
\ :

Complaining 5.03 . > 9.51 ' <.01
Productive?. . > 3.8 7.47 <00
Stubborn _ - . 4.70 5 T27.7 <0l

Meddlesome - .. -5.87 4. . 32,94 <:00]
e 2 &

Active 2.90; | 170.30 <001 .
“Touchy .. . .. 468 - 9.8 <.
Rigid .. & : o 22.78 <
 Positive’
Stereotype
Characteristics

Wise 134.59 .<.001

- Interesting -~ -,- 3,287 2.85 | <) JR—
-Exferienced - . ‘5,28 2:39 .0 162.40) <.001

Kind \ s W70 3:46° 149 -
v ' o _ ’ r
NOTE JA.]ow scp?é'ihd{bateé greater'posseésibn of eagh attribute. ——

»

2The reverse quality occurs in the'stereqtyd;io%'thé“e]derly.
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‘ , " Mean Ratings of 01d and Young Men in Study T '

{where people from both age groups were v1ewed toget'er)
and in Study II
(where people from only one group were vi ewed)

h

L v~ Viewing . Age . . | d . F-value e
e Y : : y Y
Behaviors . Condition Young 01d . for interaction
- = i - 4 * ‘ﬂ '- * 3 > B
. Iy Nad < .

[ e ‘ ‘ Together . 61,,22 A - 3 T
% desiraple . PO B 50:18 p < 001
X . Separate1y 4_3.6b . 561 . . 3 ' .

v - . ' " , kA ‘; . w' " ‘.- .
. . . N ] ‘,‘ . A . . B 3 ‘
, % typical, quether 50.5 .

4
for age “ Sep'arately, ‘44‘.9_A\ t o 67.3

. D Ao o .
% not’ typical T‘ogethe[‘ 31.8 ’ . 1.02 s T
' -for age .. Separately’ 35,85 A . .
e A ‘.‘ | . ) L . e v
'-'/ % Subjeet / '* - Together < 45.8, | 48.3 -

would Tike - - separatery . 2861

'a‘ . , L] Y . + . , ~ s . N .‘ ‘ , - ) -‘4 Y °.
% subject . Togethgr 3.7, #9.9 . )

| would dislike  goic g B st L &g 0 P oh T

B ' | _ Separatelyr | 51.2 . 34. L L] X ‘ ,

. egative - - ; ) -7 .
- .Stereotype o 9 - S * T oot
yter‘istws , ; B TP o
[ Y - . < N -

ot . M;‘F'/ . -~ 2 ‘ . ’ : ‘ -A a ]
- 7 Togéther ' 5907 3.99" . .o o
Miserly, . - ‘ : - s
B 'y\ ". Separately 3.98 4.53 ~N 7 e
O .. . Together ... 3.66" 4.40, .

' Feer 9003 et c, : . . ,
- about Seqf 7.« separately . 5.80p - —4.21 P o E e

, ’/ - - . " n ~ ) ) - - ‘f.“"
P N A b -y
. ; ' » Together 5.03° ‘4.17. ) . e e -

. -~ Complai n'ihg{,t - ; . . . . . 2.0 . mn.s. f- .. -
' : -Separately =~ 462 - 4.38 - P c
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The reverse quality oc;curs in the steredtybe of the elderly.
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- Negative : . ) C
Stereotype Viewing " Age ‘ F-value //
Characteri st1cs2 Qondil:ion Young ° 01d / ) for interaction
e . e N \
- Together 4.83 4.50 . - -
Dependent T L 1,13, . nsse
- : Separately 4.45 «4.76 : -
= - . 3 _ . =
. 7 > T A . B ., - . . .
.3 ogether 2.90, 5.01° :
Active _ .. ~ B . 22.08 p<.001 %77
: ) Separatg]y . 5'x 10b 4.47 . V PRASES.
' 3 Together . 3.51 4,10 - .
Productive B ' 54,85 p& .001
Separately ‘5. 02b 3.65 : '
Together .64, 3.68" )
Touchy ., s , ' 27.88 p< .001
. Separately 3.55a ’3.88 Q -
N Together B 3 08A ’ )
Rigid X B A 10.66, p < .001
Separa ° 3. 21 \
‘ ~Pos1t1 e -
Stereoty i
Cha rac;tem s t1 cs
- &
. S i
" Sl Together 5. 285 2.3gR &
Experienced_ ’ ) A/ ,6.J15 ‘p= .01
Separately 4. 53a . . 2.65 -
' ' : ’ Q Lo R,
-, . Togethér 3.70, [ iR46
.Kind’ B e A 19.57 £ .001 .
e G Se‘parat;e'l_y . 4.6 ' 1i3.88 . ) ‘
: . Togeuher “%"; 105 L= 105 r .
. Number of [ .- ‘~«. - : ’
—. .. - \
5m,g§“.b3“ts Sepav‘ate]_y L 40 34 J S
- ‘ _ < Y . ‘ 'a:g
p 1Row means w1th dwfferent superscmpts and column means with different subscmpts
.differ from eac¢h other at the p < .05 level hy Neumann-Keuls. < <
! . S
?A low score indicates greater possession of each attribute. «%&ﬂ




